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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 1-35 are objected to because of the following informality: the Claims are 
numbered [c01], [c02], instead of 1., 2., ... Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1-2, 13, 15, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. The phrase "user identification" does 
not appear in the specification and does not fit within the context of the Claims. 
Examiner fails to find the support from the specification regarding the claimed "a user 
identification" and the "other user identification." Further, the phrase "the user 
identification matches an instruction" is confusing because it is not clear whether the 
identification is an instruction or whether the instruction is an identification. Examiner 
interprets these Claims such that all instances of this phrase are replaced with the 
phrase "user-defined rule." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
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applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1, 12-15, 20, and 29-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Warburton et a/., U.S. Patent Application Publication 2001/0003706. 

Regarding Claims 1 and 20, Warburton et al. discloses a cordless telephone 
apparatus comprising a base station connected to the PSTN and having means for 
handling incoming calls based on several criteria, and a handset (Abstract, [0023] Lines 
1-8, [0024] Lines 1-10, Figs. 1-2). The presence of a device to interface the base 
station with the PSTN is inherent. An incoming call to a specific handset within a 
household may be routed to said handset or diverted from said handset based on the 
status of said handset ([0008], [0009], [0010], [0014] Lines 6-14, [0036], [0038], [0040]). 

Regarding Claims 12-13 and 29-30, Warburton et al. discloses the calling line 
identity (CLI) feature, whereby the called number receives a signal indicative of the 
origin of an incoming call, the call processor of the base station performing routing of 
the incoming call based on its origin ([0034], [0061], [0064]). 

Regarding Claims 14-15 and 31-32, Warburton et at discloses the selective 
routing of an incoming call to a handset based on the time of day and the location of 
said handset ([0051] Lines 1-3, [0061], [0062], [0068]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 2, 3, 9, 11, 16, 18, 19, 21, 22, 26, 28, 33, and 35 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Warburton et. a/, in view of Swan et a/., U.S. 
Patent No. 5,978,451. 

Regarding Claims 2-3, 19, 21-22, Warburton et al. does not expressly disclose 
the an extension control device that communicates with the base station. 

Swan et al. discloses the presence of satellite communicator modules (SCMs), 
in communication with the PCC (and thus the base station), in the system of the 
invention (Column 5 Lines 5-10, Fig. 2a). As can be seen from Fig. 2a, each SCM is 
associated with a particular telephone extension within the residence. The SCMs assist 
the PCC (and thus the base station) in selectively allowing or preventing the 
transmission to a handset, located within the residence, of a telephone call received 
from the telephone network (Column 5 Lines 10-36). Swan ef. al. discloses a selective 
ringing service whereby a specific ring pattern indicates that an incoming call is for a 
specific member of the residence; the PCC sends one of a plurality of signals to the 
appropriate SCMs, said signal corresponding to the appropriate ring pattern, thereby 
making the appropriate telephones ring with the appropriate pattern (Column 8 Lines 
33-37 and 49-52). 

At the time that the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the invention of Warburton et al. by including an 
extension control device, associated with a predetermined telephone extension, that 
communicates with the base station. 
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One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make this 
modification so as to make the functions and presence of the base station transparent 
to the user of a handset serviced by said base station. 

Regarding Claims 9 and 26, Warburton et al. does not expressly disclose means 
for direct control of the base station via a DTMF interface. 

Swan et al. discloses that the user may control the PCC with a DTMF interface 
(Column 6 Line 63 to Column 7 Line 7, Column 7 Lines 19-24, Fig. 3a). 

At the time that the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the invention of Warburton et at by providing a DTMF 
interface with the base station. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make this 
modification so as to provide the user with the convenience of being able to program the 
base station directly, as opposed to being limited to doing so with one of the handsets. 

Regarding Claims 1 1 and 28, Warburton et a/, does not expressly disclose the 
use of voicemail messaging. 

Swan et al. discloses that the PCC may selectively transmit a voicemail 
message to callers (Column 6 Line 63 to Column 7 Line 7, Column 9 Lines 17-27, Fig. 
3a). 

At the time that the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the invention of Warburton et al. by providing for 
voicemail messaging from the base station to a calling party. 
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One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make this 
modification so as to provide an additional option to the user for handling an incoming 
call that he does not wish to be routed to the handset. 

Regarding Claims 16 and 33, Warburton et al. does not expressly disclose the 
use of a code that callers may use to bypass the call screening feature. 

Swan et at discloses that certain callers may bypass call screening by entering 
a predetermined override password that is part of the configuration data of the PCC 
(Column 9 Lines 53-63). 

At the time that the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the invention of Warburton et ai by providing for a 
predetermined override password that allows a caller to bypass the call screening 
feature. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make this 
modification so as to allow a caller to speak with the called party in the event of an 
emergency. 

Regarding Claims 18 and 35, Warburton et al. does not expressly disclose the 
use of a plurality of ring tones to distinguish the identity of a caller. 

Swan et. al. discloses that the alert cadence may be used to indicate the identity 
of a caller (Column 3 Lines 40-43, Column 9 Lines 8-1 1 ). 

At the time that the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the invention of Warburton et al. by providing for a 
plurality of ring tones which indicate a caller's identity. 
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One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make this 
modification so that the called party may determine the identity of a caller without 
moving within the residence to the location of the handset or base station. 

8. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Warburton et al. in view of Salazar et. a/., U.S. Patent No. 5,802,467. 

Warburton et. al. does not expressly disclose the presence of power sources 
inside of the base unit and the extension control device. 

Salazar et. al. discloses a wireless and wired communications system comprising 
a handset and base station (Abstract, Column 1 Lines 8-13). Base station power may 
be provided with a backup battery pack located inside of the base station (Column 25 
Lines 33-38, Fig. 4). 

At the time that the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the invention of Warburton et. al. by providing for 
batteries inside of the PCC and the SCMs. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make this 
modification because of the convenience offered to the user when he is able to use the 
invention when AC power is unavailable. 

9. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Warburton et. al., in view of Swan et. al., further in view of Salazar et. al. 

Swan et. al. does not expressly disclose the presence of a power source within 
the SCM. 
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Salazar et. al. discloses a wireless and wired communications system comprising 
a handset and base station (Abstract, Column 1 Lines 8-1 3). Base station power may 
be provided with a backup battery pack located inside of the base station (Column 25 
Lines 33-38, Fig. 4). 

At the time that the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the invention of Warburton et. al. as modified by Swan 
et. al. by providing for batteries inside of the PCC as well as the SCMs. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make this 
modification because of the convenience offered to the user when he is able to use the 
invention when AC power is unavailable. 

10. Claims 6-8 and 23-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Warburton et. al. in view of Swan et. al., further in view of Ikonen et. al., U.S. 
Patent No. 6,473,078. 

Regarding Claims 6 and 23, Swan et. al. discloses the presence of multiple 
SCMs, it is inherent that the PCC, in the course of sending ringing signals to some 
subset of the set of all SCMs in a residence, has a means of identifying individual SCMs 
(Fig. 2a). 

Swan et. al. does not expressly disclose the detection of the presence of the 
SCMs by PCC. 

Ikonen et. al. discloses a method and device for power management of an 
integrated display unit and at least one peripheral device (Abstract, Column 1 Lines 9- 
1 1 ). Ikonen et. al. discloses the means for detecting signals associated with a 
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telephone peripheral device, and thereby to detect if said peripheral device is connected 
to the integrated display unit (Column 5 Lines 2-10, Fig. 1). 

At the time that the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the invention of Warburton et al. as modified by Swan 
et. al. by providing for the detection of the presence of the SCMs by the PCC. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make this 
modification because if a SCM, for whatever reason, is not connected, then it would be 
pointless to send a ringing signal to said SCM in the event that the telephone normally 
connected to that SCM is the only telephone in the residence that is to ring for a certain 
incoming telephone call. 

Regarding Claims 7-8 and 24-25, the means for the identification and naming of 
specific SCMs by the PCC and the storage of these identifying names in the PCC is 
inherent to the invention of Swan et. a/., since ringing signals may be sent from the PCC 
to only a subset of the set of all SCMs within a residence. 

1 1 . Claims 1 0 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Warburton et. al. in view of Swan et. a/., further in view of Kynast et. a/., U.S. 
Patent No. 6,823,354. 

Swan et al. does not expressly disclose the presence of a voice interface for 
allowing the user to control the PCC and thereby modify how it functions. 

Kynast et. al. discloses a terminal and method for using services offered by a 
master station in the context of telephony, including cordless telephony (Abstract, 
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Column 1 Lines 8-9, Column 4 Lines 21-26, Fig. 1). The terminal may be controlled 
with voice input (Column 4 Lines 32-33, Fig. 1). 

At the time that the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the invention of Warburton et. al. as modified by Swan 
et. al. by providing for a voice interface that allows the user to control the PCC and 
thereby modify how it functions. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make this 
modification because of the convenience and popularity of voice interfaces. 
12. Claims 17 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Warburton et al. in view of Swan et a/., further in view of Borland, U.S. Patent No. 
6,122,347. 

Neither Warburton et. al. nor Swan et. al. expressly disclose the presence of the 
means by which a caller's voice is analyzed and a decision to allow or block the call is 
made based upon the results of the voice analysis. 

Borland et. al. discloses a system and method by which the voice of a caller's 
voice is analyzed and compared to information stored in a database, after the user 
speaks upon being prompted to do so at the beginning of a telephone call (Abstract, 
Column 2 Lines 60-63, Column 9 Lines 31-37, Column 9 Line 64 to Column 10 Line 1, 
Fig. 5). 

At the time that the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the invention of Warburton et al. as modified by Swan 
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et al. by providing means for analyzing and recognizing caller's voices and making a 
decision to allow or block the call is made based upon the results of the voice analysis. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been. motivated to make this 
modification because of the possibility of an unwanted caller making a telephone call 
from a number other than the normal telephone number used by that caller, or because 
of the possibility of a residence only allowing telephone calls from certain individuals 
who normally call from a limited set of telephone numbers, but who may, in the event of 
an emergency, call from other telephone numbers. 

Conclusion 

13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew W. Genack whose telephone number is 571- 
272-7541 . The examiner can normally be reached on FLEX. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Fan Tsang can be reached on 571-272-7547. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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